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GEONIC KESPONSA. 
XIII 

Fragment Taylor-Schechter, vellum, two leaves, size 
38 x 33 cm., small square hand, represents the remainder 
of a collection of Geonic Responsa. The Fragment is 
badly damaged ; it is especially regrettable that the first 
two lines of leaf 1, recto, are practically missing, as there is 
reason to suppose that they contained the name of the 
author. Fortunately, the few letters left on the second 
line are sufficient to give us a clue. The letters w probably 
are the last of the name Natronai, and the super- 
scription of the Fragment may have read as follows : <bx 
ns-cb uroptontM n nD ptan vnitb nnuyn. This assumption 
is confirmed by internal evidence, derived from the separate 
Eesponsa. As will be shown, when we come to consider 
them in detail, they contain opinions known, through 
other sources, to have been uttered by Natronai ben Ilai", 
the Gaon of Sura. 

In its present form the Fragment contains eighteen 
Eesponsa. Of some of them the contents cannot be satis- 
factorily described on account of the damaged condition of 
the Fragment. 

1. The first Eesponsum deals with the question as to 
whether a benediction is to be said while washing the 
hands before the grace after meals on the Passover-night. 
The decision of the Gaon agrees with that given in the 
Seder Bab Amram, 40 a, which holds that a benediction 
would be out of place. The two passages coincide, not 
only as to content, but also as to verbal expressions, and 
one is thereby tempted to conjecture that Eab Amram, in 
his Eesponsum, excerpted Natronai' s decision in this case 
as in many another. That the custom of pronouncing 
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a blessing over the washing of the hands before the grace 
after meals on the Passover-night prevailed in those days, 
we know not alone from the negative proof of the Gaon's 
adverse decision. It is expressly prescribed in the Haggadah 
of the Genizah published by Mr. Israel Abrahams in the 
Jewish Quarterly Review (X, p. 42). The perpetuation 
of this custom in the Passover-night meal is a highly 
characteristic phenomenon. It is not the only one for 
which this meal has served as a medium of preservation. 
There can be no doubt that at one time a benediction was 
always said over the washing of the hands before grace 
after meals, no matter what the season or the occasion 1 . 
The custom fell into desuetude 2 , but it was saved for 
the knowledge of posterity by the Passover-night meal, the 
typical Jewish meal, which gathered up and preserved 
numerous customs at one time or another generally ob- 
served. The washing of the hands before eating " Karpas " 
at the beginning of the Seder can also be explained only 
on the same principle. In ancient times the ablution and 
the blessing always preceded, not only the eating of bread, 
but also the eating of a vegetable with a liquid (nppoa 1^13C3) 3 . 
Become obsolete in post-Talmudic times, it yet lingers on 
in the Passover-night meal, though even there it is shorn 
of the benediction ; the ablution alone remains. 

2. The second is the famous Responsum by Natronaii 
Gaon on the " Order of the Benedictions," hitherto known 
to us only by references to it made by Amram Gaon in his 

1 Ifullin, 105 a. The statement of the Baraita, rain mnrwi miwi d^o, 
admits of no other explanation than that the washing of hands before 
the grace after meals was quite as important as, if not more important 
than, the washing at the beginning of the meal, the remark of the 
Tosafot (see s.v. co) to the contrary notwithstanding. Comp. also Tanhvana, 
ed. Buber, Balak, 145. 

' Comp. the authorities quoted by Joseph Caro in his Set Yosef, Orah 
Hayyim, 181. 

s Some rigorists insisted upon the observance of this Halakah, 9ven in 
post-Talmudic times, but without success. Comp. Bet Yosef, Orah Hayyim, 
158. 
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Seder (1 a et seq.), by Abraham ben Nathan in his Hanhig 
(6 b, 7 b), and many others of the older authorities. As 
this Responsum forms the nucleus of the Prayer-Book, it 
will be well worth while to consider it in detail. 

In the Benediction rra&i t6n occurs ton miDD , in agree- 
ment with the German and the Byzantine ritual, showing 
that ton is not a later addition, as Baer supposes. The 
idea underlying the addition of ton 1 is that the soul, when- 
ever it is separated from its body, as it is at night, is pure, 
in spite of its owner's sins, and every morning returns to 
him pure and clean. Another noteworthy expression is 
■oovi instead of mod, occurring twice in this Benediction. 
Are we permitted to assume, on the basis of the use of the 
Palestinian word »jbvi, that this Benediction is of Palestinian 
origin ? 

The order of the short Benedictions in the Morning Prayer 
("WH nwia) is the same as that given in the Seder Bab 
Amram, with the exception that it omits the blessing 
btfW *nDiy. This can be taken as additional evidence of 
Natronai's authorship, as Zedekiah ben Abraham Anav, 
in his Shibbale ha-Lehet (ed. Buber, 3), states explicitly 
that in the "Order of Benedictions," by Natronai Gaon, 
the blessing W"W 1C1J? is omitted. 

In the Benediction D^Dn *?Kfo two considerable variants 
are offered by our Responsum. It has neither utaini 
QiaiQ Dnon at the end of the Benediction proper, nor 
J>K"1B* i»yS> caio as the closing words of the final sentence. 
That the words i>tne* 1BJ& are a later addition is corrobo- 
rated by the fact that they do not appear in the Seder Bah 
Amram, and that Isaac of Corbeil in the p"»D (151, Kopyst 
edition, iaa) has vwnab instead of them. 

The Priestly Blessing after minn nana is not known to 
Natronai Gaon. From the remarks of the Tosafists 
(Berakot, lib, s.v. laac), and the Manhig (ed. Berlin, 9 b) of 
Abraham ben Nathan, we learn that to say it after the 

1 Comp. also Rabbinovicz to Berakot, 60. 
S % 
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rninn na*l3 was a French custom, and we may assume that 
it was not known to the original Seder Bab Amram either, 
but was put into it as a later addition. In connexion with 
this it may be mentioned that it is equally unknown to 
the Byzantine ritual. 

The selections from the Talmud and the Midrash after 
the early morning Benedictions are the same as those in 
the Seder Bab Amram and in all other rituals, with the 
exception of the Byzantine, which does not contain mtK 
pipe. The reason assigned for the practice of reading 
these selections as a part of the liturgy is practically the 
same as that given in the Seder Bab Amram, and both 
authorities go back to the same Talmudic passage for it, 
though each has a reading of his own of the Talmudic 
passage. 

The Benediction D'ana )0& BHpD does not occur in our 
Responsum, and that it is of later origin appears from the 
fact that in the Roman ritual it is recited without W or 
niD^D, the very form used in the text of the Manhig (ed. 
Berlin, p. 7 b) 1 and by Maimonides. 

It is very remarkable that this " Order of Benedictions " 
has no blessing over the Talit. Are we to assume that at 
the time of the Gaon Natronaii the Talit was not worn 
generally ? 

The last Benediction in the Evening Prayer as given by 
our Responsum reads : VKtyD b* by "PDri H13M *]httn, which 
differs from all liturgical forms known to us. 

3. The third Responsum is the decision of the Gaon, 
based on Baba Batra, 91, prohibiting the purchase of 
produce for speculative purposes, to raise prices and 
control the market. 

4. The fourth deals with the subject of usury, giving 
the opinion of the Gaon, that it is forbidden to charge 
a higher price for goods, because they happen to be sold 
on credit. He puts this practice in the category of usury. 

1 Notice that the words wtieh n in the Manhig belong to the sentence 
preceding them, and not to the following one. 
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The identical Responsum is found in the Geonic Collection 
P1)S "now (p. 40 a), where it is ascribed to $>"r ^n 3*1. It 
is usually assumed that this "^n is a misprint, or a false 
reading, for "pn, and it is therefore generally credited to 
Hilai' Gaon. But it is not impossible that the reading was 
^n '3 '**£, i. e. "bn p wn*W3* U3*ii>, which the copyist mis- 
understood. He took ':~b to be U3*ii>, which he abbreviated 
to 3"), and then he omitted the '3 standing for p, which in 
his reading was superfluous. 

5 and 6. These two Responsa deal with questions of 
"tfim wtt. The contents of the first of them it is 
impossible to make out, on account of the damaged 
condition of the Fragment. The second considers the 
question of the signs classifying a bird among the 
permitted species. The view of the Gaon is the same 
as that mentioned by Maimonides {rmiDK nbstXQ, I, 19) 
as the view of the Geonim. Comp. also Responsum 14 of 
our Fragment, and Tut Torek Deah, 82. In the course 
of the discussion the Gaon mentions that the bird tuiD, 
occurring in the Talmud, Hullin, 6% b, is a marsh-bird, 
which disposes of its identification with the wren, made 
by Lewysohn, in his Zoologie des Talmuds (p. 178), and by 
others. 

7. This Responsum is a brief explanation of the Tal- 
mudic passage Baba Mesia, 85 b, in which the great 
merits of R. Hayya in connexion with the revival of 
learning in Palestine are dwelt upon. 

8. The eighth Responsum tells the Gaon's opinion on 
the subject of corporal punishment in schools, in the 
following words : " Children naturally can be taught 
only with the help of the ferule. . . . Therefore small 
children, and even big ones, if they are naughty, must 
have it applied to them. It does not matter, when the 
children are healthy, if they are caused considerable pain. 
But if the teacher uses the same method with small and 

1 Is it likely that the suffix >1 in this name is the Persian 01, as in >ipDK 
for «pDN, and in other names ? 
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delicate children, he is a barbarian, and he should be 
warned not to do it. If he persists after two or three 
warnings, he should be dismissed." 

9-12. These four Responsa deal with liturgical questions. 
The first of them contains the decision of the Gaon, that in 
the Musaf Prayer the Biblical verses describing the sacrifices 
of the day are not to be recited. The same decision is 
quoted, on the authority of Natronai, by Ibn Giat, nye> 
nn»t?, II, 26. — The second of this liturgical group gives 
the form of the Benediction as mn in the Shernoneh Esreh, 
It is nearly identical with the form in Lev. R., VII, 2, in 
Pesikta, ed. Buber, XXV, 158, and in the Genizah Fragment 
published by Professor Schechter, Jewish Quarterly 
Review, X, 657.— Of the third only a few words are 
legible, and they give the form for the DWDH 11313, which 
closes with DWl "Die*, as in the Seder Rab Amram and 
in Maimonides. The Byzantine ritual also has DWn ~Pie>, 
though with the addition Dnt JM3D. 

13-14. Both these Responsa deal with the question of 
the species of permitted birds, but only the second of them 
is in a legible condition. At first sight there seems to be 
a contradiction between the decision here given and that 
in the sixth Responsum, but in reality the contradiction is 
only apparent. It should be borne in mind that the 
circumstances of the two cases respectively are different. 
In the sixth Responsum we are dealing with the case in 
which pro iTJtjn DIB, while in the fourteenth Responsum 
we have the case of pMXD p»x "yfs>. Comp. Joseph Caro, Bet 
Yosef, Yoreh Deah, 82. 

15. This Responsum, found also in the Seder Rab Amram, 
19 a, gives the rule that every attendant at the services in 
the synagogue must conform, outwardly at least, with the 
accepted order, standing when the other worshippers 
stand, sitting when they sit. 

16. The Gaon here renders the decision that a scholar 
is bound to interrupt his very studies, and join a funeral 
cortege if it does not count the required ten men, no 
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matter whose funeral it may be, whether of a child, 
a woman, or an ignoramus. This decision is quoted on the 
authority of Natronai, in Ibn Giat's nrw HW?, 237. 

17. From this Responsum we learn the interesting fact 
that the custom of using Mazzot for niTVn »3TVJ> is as old 
as the eighth century. The Gaon mentions Rab Phineas as 
the first to introduce the custom, and there is no doubt 
that this Phineas is identical with Phineas the brother of 
Mar Samuel, the contemporary of the Gaon Haninah, who 
are mentioned in connexion with the redaction of the 
Midrask Esfah. Comp. Yalkut, I, 736 1 . Until now the 
custom could not be traced beyond the thirteenth century. 
Comp. Shibbale ha-Leket, ed. Buber, 71 2 . 

18. This short decision by Natronai has evoked a 
lengthy refutation from Hai Gaon, published by Horowitz 
in DWKl h& jrntfi, 251-6. The matter in dispute between 
Natronai and Hal is whether it is allowed to milk cows on 
a holiday, the former forbidding it, the latter permitting it 
in direct and explicit opposition to Natronai. 

1 Comp. however, Briill, in his JahrbUcher, II, 82, note 133. 

2 Comp. the taw, fol. 74 d (183), of the Karaite Judah Hadasi, who 
opposes this custom of the Rabbinites, and Vidal de Toulouse, on 'Erubin, 
I, 16. 
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XIV 

Fragment Taylor-Schechter Collection, three leaves, 
paper, written in a large hand, square, with a tendency to 
cursive: contains the remainder of a group of Geonic 
Responsa, three of them having been preserved, and these 
not in their entirety. 

i. Of the first Responsum, a single line, the last, appears 
on the fragment. It seems to have dealt with the question 
of the guardianship of the female child of divorced parents, 
whether she remains in the custody of the father or of the 
mother. 

%. The second Responsum, of which the end is missing, 
contains a long discussion of the passage in Baba Batra, 
80 a, on the sale of the young generation of bees in a hive. 
The question is, how is the bee-keeper to distinguish 
between the old and the young, and deliver to the pur- 
chaser what he has contracted for. The Gaon replies thus : 
" When the young bees are born the hive becomes too small 
to harbour them as well as the old ones. The young leave 
the hive and swarm. To prevent them from flying away in 
all directions the keeper attracts them to a certain place by 
sweet melodies on the kettle-drum and on the flute, and 
thence they fly into the new hive prepared for them near 
by." It is noteworthy that the expression used by the 
Gaon for bee-hive is maia, probably to be read Kuwarat, 
like the Arabic and the Persian, not Kaweret (mw) as 
traditionally pronounced. Kuwarat, to be sure, is an un- 
Hebraic substantive formation, but as it is of Persian origin 
(see Frankel, Aramdische Fremdworter) this does not 
militate against the Gaon's orthography. 

3. This Responsum, of which the beginning is lost, con- 
tains a lengthy exposition of Shabbat, 34a~35b, the passage 
which considers the determination of the time of nightfall 
(mtswn pa). The Gaon has a contribution to make to the 
subject ; he brings out some new points, especially by his 
reference to Tosefta, Zabim, I, end, and its bearing upon 
the Talmudic text. 
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1 recto. 

.:n»N !>sn ran lb pni ra wan 

2 mNia nwa npiSn ' ww ib>ni 

dh^uh d'jdp Dnm fUpK* 'D w 

rnsiaa way tw Dnmn jd 

d'nm rnNia wcip 3 . . pn uni 5 

onin nWs 'a nos n^> . . . m^ 

}no mtoan pmn ffhun . . j> poop 

lino twopn 4 n im3*i 

nan twopn n^i d-n . . . . 1 mNian 

i>j?3 nim i>*ru pNnpjn jm pin *imd io 

i»*ru3 in pjiro }n^> ppp»i msian 

PN3 fm py jn^> ann d"»j !>ip 

pjini phyi pyn win f»y pan3:i 

rnnN niNi3 b$ jniN bow vby 

^ran win .:pim jni> new 15 
mtnan ^j?3^>i mNian niTa Nin 
pyiio wnpi> -inN N3> dni Nin Nin 

Dnrnfe ^m pi 6 u 31 ijiin 

i$>e> i^n nn D^yan ltwru on 

p>D 6 no . . pp IN iTTN fODW «"3B' 20 

1 Baba Batra, Mishnah, V, 4 ; Gemara, 80a. 

2 The traditional vocalization is mra . 

J Read •u'oipm. 4 Read D'jEprr r« o'Vnan iitqi. 

9 Read v>:xb nop Ham, it refers to Baba Kama, Mishnah, X, a ; Gemara, 
ibid., 114 a. 6 Read lOfh. 
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i verso. 



o»OT ton nn n? ^ra n^ 
i*ib6b> ^»c313 mxia niTa npi^n 

EH1S DIDO WJB> *«}>N1 D^TO 

mtoan boi> w ^ n^nn 
na i . , yn unffin tin ' DnD . , e> 5 
jnty s '3s . . . nnN i>*ro -iiy n^v n^ 

u-udn 3 n by) yv% *a pcna 

6 an 'on 4 n 21 'on pdido noa 

N3iyo3 noNT nNT n^oai irnna 

hnn fN nrjn -a >dv 'm n-oro 10 

nn BiTst? imo n^n jdido 

in pean nx ntaiNi nnnn 

pp-mo 6 pp-pa itn3 ir: w Nfl 

w 'n nnmn jo in-inn nN 

N'jn 7 rby pnoto hina *vn» 15 

Nintf mbd h-ina *vno w 'n 

^ 'OIN 8 . . . nb» ny 1^ '06 ha* 

pmn nmo ihnn pmn 

'mxa }nt? yao "^inno "pun 

1 Read Dionc. * Read odo. s Read ran fan. 4 Read rmn\ 

6 n is also the reading of MS. Rome, while all the other MSS. and the 
printed text have "jntoo. 

c Baba Batra, Mishnah, II, 10 ; Gemara, 18 a, 35 a. 

' Baba Batra, 25 b. * Read nn.W. 

* The editions read rmau> "Vnrra . . . while the MSS. have rotate >:do. 
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a recto. 

nvtS> l noirfc iniN p^B» niEwn 

DSP DW *3b6 htM pNI mV3 
pi><t3D n3B> 3"1J? *|1D3 p "6lJ 

pNi roeo Nine i-ioini' | iniN 

iris p^taoi nap a-ijn 5>id^ 5 

PNi nac? a-ipa Nine noin^ 

N3in an 'dn pnoNii wot? nae 

nxDio paj& yiein* am nna 

niBwn pa dw *xp n«-i pma 

nieoen p3 nnx ov p"ip$> 2 pbd 10 

nvi 3T3 prvjnn Nn .IHNDID^ psD 

3t »a -Din ip^y .:nw 

vie jna^na nvNi b&p nxie 

3Bn»l 33B>D N»B» DVN1 
pj 11DS1 B»n D'D DN»3 *p*M 15 

Nin nn nxi nn« dni pnpn 
nvn nnx nxn dni ^p i>y33 

' Shabbat, 34 b. a Read jmp'n rwonoV. 



T a 
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nreo diti wr\& ik nno? o<nen 

roo OKI -ilea a? nt m int6 

naitjn ton nn nrcwn pa nnK 

rwoa tni&D nr nail o'neo 

nsT dk '•or 'n mio 'nsDirfo? 5 

}W *a b fjN Twown pa nn« 

^ne> 2 vra e» jis'di rtatD na na 

Pphn CD' "OW »3BD riVKT 

riK-i uw m? »b i>jn nm« 

rwopn pa nnxi ovn nnx 10 

-in»i> nnKi wtwDOT pa nnx ik 

divio ?wn ntpw jw Q« 

nKDiD^ '•Km nnoi» nnvpoi 

ovn cnt? mm dupo p*nph 

o'nen D^n nns ik -mob nntfi 15 

rwn nvpoa'i pbd ono^ 

wi inob nnvpoi nvn» 

W nsn •: jmpb >psdi nm\th 

1 Tosefta Zabim. end of the first chapter ; ed. Zuckermandel, p. 677, 
line 19. 

* Editions read m instead of 1T3, while R. Hananel in his commentary 
on Shabbat, 34 b, reads u. 
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3 recto. 

jo-it* pso jn nr» twwt\ pa d»d» 
nn« ov nsn .:janpi» pso inxd3 

"OBD ilKCIt^ pBD niB>DC?n p3 

Kin nn dtieo nait?n «\nB> 

»3B>5> }*ttw6 WIN |^»DD n»KK> 5 

w '-a rabn pnoNpTi <&& 

»5>a« t&i ppwt norm pj6 

pa abtxen iv norm a^na 

ia '»dn '"i 'on ;w '*n niKwn 

pa »3B> nat6o rrenyn s*rar 'n 10 

•n^sa noo nNtsn 3"n iwepn 

niKwn pa rwvw |«a btvb 

nip new nae6 nae> any pa 

nae> wivb nae> pa raewn pa 

in^nn bm wn in^nn in "ie>B3 no 15 

mp*y tcn^o am nap itn*i 

xnaDoa pm "wm 2 Nn3;$> 

npy omean avi nas? 'nvna 

1 The editions and MSS. read w, the current reading is that of Judah 
Albargeloni in OT»n 1ED, p. 33, who has J>3N -a »DV. 
* Read Mrufto. * Ktritot, Mishnah, IV, 4; Gemara, ibid., 19a. 



278 THE JEWISH QUARTERLY REVIEW 



3 verso. 

yiT ptn twtm pa fiaxta 

a»n» -iry^K 'n ne>y jno nr«3 

K$> 'DV 'n 'dn ibis yw 'm nNDn 

nit?»B>n pa nat6o ntnyn bv "\pbr\2 

mvbn nxpo 'cik "W tids Kine> 5 

pnosi "inoi» nnspoi dvh neny 

nnajn 'dik 'jb> "w 'i 'dk *wn 'n^y 

«m •: 2 nnoi» nrom ov -nyao ruvn 

mswn pa neny pk 'mso Kny»e> 

Na'tnK pain KTiyca ia^> wp 

Kant? ip^iK *£>pn B>n bv kbw 

win Nova .: 4 mDBna wsw na 

pbnnn *a ^awnn wk «nK03 

xnana .jmewn pa jmvpi> P«a 15 

Dumyn '•a u-iix w^ .:n*re>n torn 

5 Kins is «:iTWn Dy jmrp^ pas' 

ptnipi i>333 ruin »«ob> pt kwi 

. . . B>K 

1 Kerilot, 19 b. 

3 The editions have an essentially different text. ' «tvu ? 

4 Perhaps the same as nDDin, namely mc ncDin. 

5 The later editions of the Talmud read 'jnih, while the old editions as 
well as the MS. have ':n« ; comp. Rabbinovicz, Variae Lect., ad loc. 
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XV 

Fragment Taylor-Schechter Collection, two leaves, paper, 
square hand, with a slight tendency to cursive. The frag- 
ment consists of a quire, of which one or two leaves are 
missing. It is the remainder of a collection of Geonic 
Responsa, the two preserved having been the eleventh and 
twelfth in the collection. 

1. The first Responsum of the two preserved, of which 
the beginning and the middle are missing, is a somewhat 
lengthy commentary on Kiddushin, 54 b-56 a, dealing with 
W "itPyD. This Responsum is of great importance in the 
text criticism of the Talmud. Besides offering a number 
of variants to our printed editions, to which attention is 
directed in the footnotes, it contains a long passage, on 
folio 54 b, entirely missing in our text. The discussion in 
the Talmud (Kiddushin, 54 b) assumes that, granted the 
principle BVin J1DD B>"lD, we must apply it not only to B>*D 
at Jerusalem, but also to vf.o outside of the Holy City. 
But this assumption flatly contradicts the plain statement 
of the Talmud, in Sanhedrin, 112 b (comp. also Yer., Peak, 
VII, 20 c), that, in the opinion of all authorities, K>"d outside 
of Jerusalem is H13J }1DD. The difficulty did not escape the 
attention of the Tosafists (comp. Kiddushin, 53 b, s. v. Wsj, 
who tried to explain it away. Now, however, we see that 
this point was actually discussed in the Talmud, in a 
passage which the Gaon knew, but which escaped from the 
text that has come down to us (1 recto, lines 1-3). Un- 
fortunately, the beginning of the Responsum is missing, so 
that we are left in ignorance as to the conclusion reached 
by the Talmud. 

2. The second Responsum deals with the text of the 
Mishnah and the Gemara of Sotah, 27 b and 29a-b. The 
Talmudic passage in question presents no difficulties, but 
as the Talmudists of the time of the Gaon were not well 
informed on details of nnnD they turned to him with their 
questions, and he entered into them with some degree of 
particularity. 
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i recto. 

xnDn 3-1 'on ra^n ' 'cam ^nd '"i nan n^nn jo 

|ioo naD tno '*n d^cits w npyo3 np^nta 

'-idj . 2 Nin D^yn poo naD p-11 nw nixi 

v^y *pDin 1^ »jan vtaa misn yoe> Nn 

»30 n^noa 1^ jnw pai 4 i^ Nine pa 3 vrVB*on 5 

*a\n ->&>yoo tsnp ehp ej^n jva *vnd '-i wj»: in 

rniff 'n ixi> n^n ninoa rM n^ aw «ro 

n^iTj ,T3m jyp»Dy 'N03 Nam "vno '*i Dhy$> 

tidd 'din >dv '-i pm »dv 'na n^-ii tidd Nin&o 

.-me> xan n*VB3 it trwa 6 nB Nine 'jbd tidn 10 

yoa 'ont -PND 'la riTey ni> e» ^ 'Nin nns 

3w din nno nSi Nin noa poo ntryci *y3n 

n^ 3'nN^i >na i«^ tidd wd n^n rones n^ 

yi>D3 icyo wn -\vo yoc Nn 'noa ron»3 

8, 6 jnw 7 d»3b>3 noyt? ny whe& p'BDn nS 15 

>jo ibv w neyoi y^D3 nancoi y^>D3 

fioo neyo TND 'n 'an jva -vnd 'n no^ in 

1 Read p-raiN 'osm or yyno 'tD3m ; comp. Sanhedrin, ioo b. 

* Kiddushin, 54 b, comp. the introductory note. * Bead lrwon. 

4 In Kiddtishin, 54 b the Mishnah reads Vmra p, while in Afa'aaer SAent, 
V, 5 the text is the same as in our MS. 

* The editions of the Talmud read snip no: «m rrV yrr *to <o 'ot xo^'K 

IDT 1TOD T3K1 . . . -I-TCD N17TO3 I'm J133 p'pra? . . . TOyOO OTip. 

* Read '131 mm toto sin 11 wivd. 
7 The editions read dvto. 

* li is missing in the text of the Talmud, 1. c, but is found in the text 
of the Mishnah, Ita'aser Sheni, IV, 6. 



GEONIC BESPONSA 28l 



1 verso. 



jroi wya xn ramoz wb wp vd ^n ton maa 

torn ton nw ,- i dW> tab) £ Dpi spsn 

Npn NCNnD w idnhd •'-m torn ndndd in 

'on nSn *cktid ^n b noi ndnhd in *b no xm 

^ni.i ie*yo3 *vno '-d na^n prer na pro 2-1 5 

>a -ins nerve 'nviNis sn-w33 dvidi 

'-6 i^bn }p!?ndi "pi rissoj mJie>ton own 

-i3ine» y^D3 ie>yo woo new xn !>3s "Vnd 

« »e ^y s\k n3W3 ropa le^yon »a na nna 

nroy rb "pi nxxoa n$> d^oi npi$> jro n^c 10 

»a Kin ni3J poo -ie»yo 'oto two 'tj th^N 

-ie>toi d>di jive' iy ns^enss ropj p« maun 

mwm 2 *|D33 nua men uroero vmso 

Knox cddy i^bki "b opi spsn froi mot* 

D'ouv 5>tooe> 'on 'tn na 's^na 3-1 'on jn3 15 

nm 3 nbd33 n^n iapo k^i enpna }n nn 
laW |3 hn ie^03 mw '-o lanae'DS ovid 

1 Kiddushin, 54 b ; the editions read rt . . . }roi stoa -orrao '»on 'm no^'N 
'01 torn m'rr S dSw 1 ) m'rr *S w^ «">« worn ton. 

* Kiddushin, I, 6, 28 b ; the editions read m:ur». 

8 Gtftin, 5a a, where the editions read nton, instead of 'nVto, but Alfasi 
has the same reading as our MS. 
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a recto. 

fBU niyo JJ>D3p onn N-IID'N N3W wn 
wvb nni o*D3n iwp wini }n nsion ^sn 
■wn 3D>n -in3 npd^b nyioen ns 
jontypu -ie>N3 Koran nx uanac 
enn ova n pm N.m 3< 

win btt ono ha- 1 -ib>n enn ^3 bi N3<py '1 6 
nvn&b 2 ndd noi» £ pNn -irwoi jwpdi "131 
'din wn Na^py '-n ncnit nbn np s y nj-id 
133 by i&b onnN ndd5> ndd- 1 n^n ndd 
♦d yew '"i 'dn wbwn tin nddd Nine »jb» 10 
'din nrvnt? >N3t p pnv pn yyyo nay nb* 
)D 4 i!> jw 8 »3B» 133 nnei' nnN in Tny 
mwn jd ii> pnc -inxo >si p>e>pN minn 
31 'dn nw 3-1 'dn pmnNi ndd Nin noi> 
av buDD ib w iDini i>p pno ii> pn mmn jd 15 
nniD Nine ov i>i3D noi CDcn N3i no 'nan 
ne>yD3 ^sin n^yi i>3D 6 pnn ne>yD3i pi>in3 

1 Mishnah, Sotah, V, a ; Gemara, 27 b. 

2 Sofah, 29 a. * Read 'arttj. ' Read Ja *npD rt pNO. 

* Negaim, XIV, 3 ; the words rtei taB are missing in our text of the 
Mishnah, but the Talmud (Pesahim, 35 a, and parallel passages) has them. 
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2 verso. 



ii>oa Taaa yn dk norma biK icetr anyn 

ieie>a3 phru $>idb sine' w i>aiK nonnn ?o 

enn *b kxojb> kdd» 13W3 w b K-ipota 

i^bk ikcb smani w «W3 new fit^n 

nonnta nr^s? naa u su dnb* Kin jh phna 5 

winse* nan -iwu kxojb> ps? ' onn pro ^dw 

k-ik an n^ 'ok rbv pnoKi ni>nn marine n»je> 

onriB> ^m jkd3 -iuni> tfrn K3-6 n3n« 13 

jkd3 pnoK k^> it5» 'ok njit?Kn na Kn wro 

PKDt^D D'bn {>3 fjlS* KWl ^DKT OnW ^D*T io 

pS>aiKn biKn ho 'vb 'o!>n enn *b tiko 

d^3 pKi enn ^3 "V1K3 pkdb^d ppB>oi 

pnoK 'njn 'pi»D w enn »f»a tik3 pkdd»d 

2 WW Kp P")e>3 »DKT Dnne» ^D"J |KD3 *li:n 

nam pe*n -iunn ir retro n3-6 ksdj 15 

K3»PS> '1 BTI }31 W 133 K1H1 iTW witae» 
KDOi K^K KDB 13W3 1B^« J>3 nOKJ K^> »3 

1 Kdim, VIII, 5 ; Pesahim, 20 a, and parallel passages. 

* Pesa/jfim, so a-20 b j comp. Rabbinovicz, Fan'ae Zectiones, ad loe. 

Louis Ginzbekg. 



